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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Tue Court or Szssron has lost a distinguished judge in Lord 
President Ivers, who died on Thursday morning at his country 
residence, Loganbank, Glencorse. The deceased judge was born 
in 1810, and was thus in his ei gr tayo year. e was educated 
at the Edinburgh High School e University of Glasgow, and 
Balliol College, Oxford. Called to the bar in Scotland in 1835, 
he rapidly acquired a large practice. He was one of the most 
powerful of Scotch advocates, and his most famous speech was 
made in defence of Maprtive Suirx when on her trial for 
murder. He became Solicitor-General for Scotland in February, 
1852, and in the same year he changed his post for that of Lord 
Advocate, an office which he was holding in in 1858, when 
he was made Lord Justice Clerk and President of the Second 
Division of the Court of Session. In 1867 he became Lord 
Justice General and President of the Court of Session, and he 
was engaged in the performance of his duties until the 18th of 
July, when the court rose. 





WE recret to learn that the illness of Mr. Justice Hawkins 
is of a very serious nature. On Wednesday morning Dr. CowPER 
expressed the hope that the crisis had Bees but there ap 
to lave been no change since in his lordship’s condition. He is 
suffering from nervous exhaustion, extreme weakness, and 
sleeplessness. 





THe racr THat Mr. Justice Contis is sitting in one of the 
Probate courts, instead of in one of the courts of the Chancery 
Division, as has hitherto been the custom with the Vacation 
judges, appears in one res to cause inconvenience. Most of 
the cases which come before the Vacation judge are chancery 
eases, but the library of the court, apparently, is deficient in 
chancery reports ; and on Wednesday, on being referred to one 
of these, the judge had some difficulty in obtaining the book. 





Tue Sramp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), which comes into 
operation on the Ist of January next, in dealing with the terms 
upon which instruments not duly stamped may be received in 
evidence, makes a slight but material alteration in the conditions 
applicable to this subject. At the present time deeds or docu- 
ments dated before the 16th of May, 1888, produced in court as 
evidence, not duly stamped, are liable to the following payments 
and penalties: (1) the deficient amount of tke duty; (2) a £10 
penalty ; (3) a further sum of £1 under section 16 of the Stamp 
Act, 1870; and (4) when the unpaid duty exceeds £10, interest 
on the deficiency at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum from the 
date of the deed until payment. On deeds after the 16th 
of May, 1888, the same items of ies and payments as 
above are exacted, and in addition to this, when the instrument 
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is chargeable with ad valorem duty under the first schedule of the 
Customs, &c., Act, 1888, an additional penalty is payable 
equivalent to the whole (not the deficiency) of the stamp duty 
thereon, unless a reasonable excuse for the delay in stamping, 
or for the omission to stamp, or the insufficiency of stamp be 
afforded to the satisfaction of the judge. Under the 14th 
section of the Stamp Act, 1890, it is provided that, ‘‘ Upon 
the production of an instrument chargeable with any duty 
as evidence in any court of civil judicature in any part of 
the United Kingdom, or before any arbitrator or referee, 
notice shall be taken by the judge, arbitrator, or referee of 
any omission or insufficiency of the stamp thereon, and if the 
instrument is one which may legally be stamped after the 
execution thereof, it may, on payment to the officer of the court 
whose duty it is to read the instrument, or to the arbitrator or 
referee, of the amount of the unpaid duty, and the penalty on 
_stamping the same, and a further sum of one pound, be received 
in evidence, saving all just exceptions on other grounds.” The 
duty by this section cast upon the judge is in the High Court 
under the existing Act cast upon the officer of the court, and 
thus the judge is now made a collector of revenue. From the 
above section, and section 15 of the same Act, the payments 
and penalties on unstamped or insufficiently stamped instru- 
ments tendered in evidence will, from the Ist of January, 1892, 
be as follows :— 

1. The amount of the unpaid duty. 

2. A penalty of £10. 

3. A her sum of £1. 

4. By way of further penalty (when the unpaid duty exceeds £10), 
interest on such duty at the rate of £5 per centum per annum, from the 
day upon which the instrument was first executed up to the time when the 
amount of interest is equal to the unpaid duty. 

It is uncertain what the intention of this last clause can be. 
Read literally, it means that when the unpaid duty exceeds 
£10, this penalty is the amount of the duty unpaid, but it will 
probably © contended that it means that the interest on the un- 
paid duty shall only run up to the time of payment. But on 
the other hand we find in another part of the same section a 
substantive provision, with reference to deeds dated after the 
16th of May, 1888, which makes this further penalty a sum 
equivalent to the whole stamp duty on the instrument. These 
provisions, it should be borne in mind, do not apply to instru- 
ments, such as bills of exchange, which cannot be stamped after 
being signed. 





In THE casE of Ex parte Lindsay, Re Armstrong (reported else- 
where), Vavenan Wituams, J., applied the distinction laid 
down by Lord Brovenay, C©., in Long Wellesley’s case (2 R. & M. 
639), with regard to privilege of Parliament. ‘‘The line which 
I draw,” said Lord Brovenam, ‘is this, that against all civil 
process privilege protects; but that against contempt for not 
obeying civil process, if that contempt is in its nature or by its 
incidents criminal, privilege protects not ; members of 
Parliament are privileged against commitment, gua process, to 
compel them todo anact; . . but they are no more pro- 
tected than the rest of the king’s subjects from commitment in 
execution of a sentence, where the sentence is that of a court of 
competent jurisdiction and has been duly pronounced.” On the 

resent occasion Mr. Isaacson, M.P., had refused to be examined 

y a registrar in bankruptcy, and an application was made to 
commit him for contempt. According to the above distinction, 
therefore, the question was whether the committal, if ordered, 
would be simply designed to compel obedience, so that immedi- 
ately on consenting to be examined Mr. Isaacson would be en- 
titled to be set at liberty, or whether it was meant as a punish- 
ment. On this point the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, and the Rules of 1886, to which the judge called 
attention, are significant. Section 16, which gives creditors 
a right to inspect the debtor's statement of affairs, says 
that any person who shall untruthfully state himself to be a 
creditor shall be guilty of a contempt of court, and shall be 
punishable accordingly ; and similar expressions are used in 
sections 24 and 50 with reference to the discovery by the debtor 
of his property, and as to the handing over of the debtor’s pro- 
perty to the trustee when this is in the hands of bankers or 


persons who wilfully disobey an order requiring their attend- 
ance for examination, says that they shall be deemed guilty of 
a contempt of court, and shall be dealt with accordingly. The 
distinction may be somewhat fine between the court punishing 
and dealing with a person who declines to perform a duty 
imposed upon him by law, but, apparently, if there has been 
simply a refusal to perform the duty, unaccompanied by any 
further offence against the dignity of the court, the dealing 
will take the form of a mere committal until obedience is 
rendered, and in this the law sees no punishment. 





Tue Lunacy Act, 1891, makes some important changes in 
respect to the procedure upon inquisitions and the procedure as 
to chancery lunatics. By section 26 the masters are allowed to 
exercise the powers which by section 94 of the Lunacy Act of 
1890 are conferred upon the judge who tries an issue directed to 
be tried in the High Court. But the most important enactment is 
contained in section 27, sub-section (1), which provides that, 
‘subject to rules in lunacy, the jurisdiction of the judge in 
Lunacy as regards administration and management may be 
exercised by the masters, and every order of a master in that 
behalf shall take effect unless annulled or varied by the judge 
in Lunacy.” This enactment, conferring the power to make 
orders upon the masters in Lunacy, is obviously a still further 
departure in the direction of allowing matters to be disposed of 
in chambers instead of in court. At present the orders are 
prepared by the masters for the judge, but in the future, we 
apprehend, very few orders will come before the judge. The 
masters may also (section 26, sub-section (2) ) make orders for 
the attendance of an alleged lunatic at such time and place as 
the order directs for examination by the masters or a medical 
practitioner, and such order may be enforced in the same way 
as an order of a judge of the High Court. 








THE FORFEITURE OF LIFE ESTATES ON BANK- 
RUPTCY OR ALIENATION. 

THREE recent cases illustrate in an interesting manner the doctrine 
of the forfeiture of life estates on bankruptcy or attempted aliena- 
tion. In Re Metcalfe (ante, p. 528) it was contended that the an- 
nulment of the bankruptcy in consequence of the payment of all 
debts in full avoided the operation of the forfeiture clause ; in 
Blackman v. Fysh (39 W.R. 520) it was contended that equitable 
execution by the appointment of a receiver was not a taking in 
execution by process of law within the meaning of those words 
as used in a will; while in Re Crawshay (39 W. R. 682) the 
question arose whether an agreement in a marriage settlement 
to settle certain property to be afterwards received under a will 
brought about a forfeiture of the property when it turned out 
that the will contained a clause directed against alienation. In 
the first two cases the forfeiture was held to be complete ; in the 
last this result was avoided by excluding altogether from the 
marriage settlement the interest taken under the will. 

Re Metcalfe included the two points that the bankruptcy took 
place during the life of the testator, and, as we have said, that 
it was subsequently annulled. The will of a testator, dated in 
1864, gave property on trusts as to one-third for his wife for life, 
and, as to that third after her death, and as to the other two-thirds 
entirely, for his children equally for their lives and the lives of 
the survivors. There was a clause directing that if by any act 
or default, or by operation of law, the share of the wife or 
any child should be aliened, charged, or disposed of, it should 
go over under the survivorship clause to the others as though 
the owner of it was dead. The testator died in 1884, leaving five 
children, all of whom had attained twenty-one. One of them, a 
daughter, had been adjudicated bankrupt in 1882, and another, 
a son, died on the 17th of January, 1885. The daughter would 
thus have been entitled to her own share and to a part of the 
deceased son’s share, but the trustee in her bankruptcy was in- 
formed by the trustees of the will that her interests were for- 
feited, and that he could take nothing in her right. Later on 
in 1885 the daughter acquired property from other sources, and, 





other agents. On the other hand, rule 70, with reference to 





it being sufficient to ey her debts in full, the bankruptcy 
was, on the 10th of June in the same year, annulled. 
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As to the circumstance that the bankruptcy had taken place 
before the death of the testator, it is well settled that this is no 
reason for holding that the forfeiture has not been incurred : 
Manning v. Chambers (1 De G. & Sm. 282). The difficulty of 
thus making words with a future meaning apply to a past event 
was commented on in Seymour v. Lucas (1 Dr. & Sm. 177), but 
Kinvers.ey, V.C., said that the authorities in favour of such an 
application were too strong to be overruled; and in White v. 
Chitty (L. R. 1 Eq. 372) Pacz-Woop, V.C., put it upon the 
ground of the general intention of the testator that property in- 
tended for the object of his bounty should not pass toa stranger. 
This was the point occupying the testator’s attention, and not 
the exact period when the bankruptcy took place. Consequently, 
the Vice-Chancellor said, the true intention of the will required 
that the words of futurity should be stretched so as to include a 
bankruptcy existing at the date of the testator’s death. So 
again, in Zrappes v. Meredith (7 Ch. 248), Pacze-Woon, V.C., 
who had then become Lord Haruertey, spoke of the two earlier 
decisions as being founded in reason and good sense, and he 
applied the doctrine in a case where the testatrix at the time of 
making her will knew that the object of her bounty was already 
bankrupt. 

In some cases the owner of the life interest has been fortunate 
enough to avert a forfeiture by obtaining a timely annulment 
of the bankruptcy. The effect of such an annulment was con- 
sidered in White v. Chitty (supra). There the life owner was 
himself in occupation of the property, and four months after 
the testator’s death the bankruptcy was annulled on his own 
application with the consent of his creditors. Thus, before 
annulment, no rents accrued which the assignee could receive, 
nor did he make any demand for possession, and upon these 
grounds it was held that the forfeiture had not been incurred. 
A similar conclusion was come to in Lloyd v. Lloyd (L. R. 2 Eq. 
722), where the annulment took place within twelve months of 
the death of the testatrix, but in the interval, although an offi- 
cial and a creditors’ assignee had been appointed, no attempt 
had been made to realize any part of the bankrupt’s estate. The 
same question arose again in Ancona v. Weddell (10 Ch. D. 157), 
where Hatt, V.C., held that, to avoid a forfeiture, it was suffi- 
cient if the bankruptcy was annulled within a reasonable time 
after the testator’s death, and if no actual income of the 
legatee’s share could be treated as payable to or retained or 
appropriated for his benefit. This, of course, is the more correct 
way of putting the matter, for it cannot be necessary that 
the trustee in bankruptcy should attempt to realize property 
which, by the fact of the bankruptcy, has been forfeited. The 
distinction was pointed out by Pxarson, J., in Robertson v. 
Richardson (30 Ch. D. 623), where, before the event which was 
relied upon as equivalent to an annulment of a bankruptcy, 
income had accrued due which, but for the forfeiture, the 
trustee would have been entitled to receive. It was to be 
assumed that he would have performed his duty, and would 
have obtained possession of the income if he could. Hence the 
forfeiture had been incurred. Thus, the true test is not, as 
some expressions in the earlier cases might seem to indicate, 
that there has been no attempt on the part of the trustee in 
bankruptcy to receive the income, but that there has been no 
income, in fact, which he could have received. Re Parnham’s 
Trusts (L. R. 13 Eq. 413) was an obvious application of this 
principle, as the fund in question was paid into court on account 
of the bankruptcy, and, when an annulment was procured 
several years afterwards, it was upon the terms that the past 
dividends should be paid to the assignee. It was held that the 
forfeiture clause had taken effect. 

Even more obvious was the application of the rule in the 
present case of Re Metcalfe, where not only would the bankrupt 
daughter have been entitled, but for the forfeiture, to receive 
income, but it had been, in consequence of the forfeiture, actually 
paid to the persons who in that event were to take. It is true 
that in the result the daughter’s share was not required for the 
payment of her debts, and it would have been doubtless in 
accordance with the wish of the testator for her to receive that 
share, but the construction of the will could not be thus 
adapted to circumstances. As was pointed out by Pacz-Woon, 
V.C., in Lloyd v. Lloyd (supra), the court has strained language 
in order to occasion a forfeiture and effect the testator’s intention 
that the property shall not pass into the hands of strangers ; 








and so, too, where circumstances have it has 
endeavoured to interpret in favour of the legatee for 
whom the testator has intended to make as extended a provision 
as he could. But it is impossible to this indulgence to the 
extent of avoiding a forfeiture which, upon the settled construc- 
tion of the will, and upon the settled as to the effect of an 
annulment of a bankruptcy, has been definitely incurred. 

The point raised in Blackman v. Fysh (supra) related, as we 
have said, to the nature of equitable execution. The forfeiture 
clause in a will devising real estate was to take effect (inter alia) 
in case ‘the estate should be taken in execution by any process 
of law for the benefit of any creditor.” A creditor of the tenant 
for life obtained the appointment of a receiver of the rents 
and profits of the estate, and it was contended for the persons 
next entitled that this brought the forfeiture clause into opera- 
tion. But it was decided in Hatton v. Haywood (9 Ch. 229) that 
the appointment of a receiver under a judgment is equivalent to 
delivery of the land by lawful authority in the same way and to 
the same extent as if there had been an e/egit, and a odhiness 
illustration of this occurred in Re Pope (34 W. R. 654, 17 Q. B. 
D. 748). It is true that in Re Shephard (38 W. R. 133, 43 Ch. 
D. 131) certain distinctions between the two forms of execution 
were pointed out, and in particular that the granting of a re- 
ceivership order depends upon the discretion of the court, which 
will only be exercised on information as to the circumstances of 
the case, and on notice to the other side. Hence Fry, J., dis- 
claimed the idea of a receivership order being an execution at 
all in the proper sense of the term. But in Blackman v. Fysh 
(supra) Kxexewicu, J., very properly took this expression of 
opinion as depending upon the special point then before the 
court—namely, the circumstance that notice had not been given 
to the other parties interested. It is clear, however, that when, 
the actual enjoyment of the estate is in question, the appoint- 
ment of a receiver as effectually takes this away from the tenant 
for life as legal execution by means of an elegit. According to 
the language used in Hatton v. Haywood and Re Pope (supra), 
therefore, there is a taking in execution by process of law, and 
it was naturally held that the forfeiture had been incurred. 

In the last of the three cases to which we have referred, Re 
Crawshay (supra), the forfeiture clause, if it had been held to 
operate, would have had a very extraordinary effect. OC. F. Oraw- 
SHAY, anticipating that his mother would by her will exercise a 
power of appointment in his favour, made a settlement on his 
marriage i se he agreed that any property which he should 
receive under her will should be settled upon the usual trusts. 
His mother did exercise the power in his favour, but in giving 
him a life interest she made it subject to a proviso for cesser in 
the event of his assigning, charging, or otherwise disposing of 
it, or attempting so to do. Hence it was suggested that the 
marriage settlement had by cogen wiggs effected a forfeiture, 
and that Mr. Crawsnay could take nothing under the will. 
Nortu, J., got over the difficulty by restricting the scope of the 
settlement to property which could really be brought within it. 
The agreement, he said, was to secure for bg meg interested 
what could be secured for them, but not to affect or prejudice 
interests outside the agreement, when so st them 
would do no good whatever to the persons interested under the 
agreement. Obviously the effect of making the agreement 
attract the operation of the forfeiture clause would have been to 
deprive the husband of his life interest without bringing any- 
thing into the settlement. If then in strictness the words of the 
settlement had any such effect, it was a case for the liberal 
construction which the courts have adopted with respect to 
forfeiture clauses, and the property coming under the will was 
properly excluded. 








While it is possible, says the Pall Mall Gazette, to promote bubble com- 
panies with the least possible risk, and to retail adulterated articles of 
food so as easily to recoup the fines, a terrible penalty, it seems, hangs 
over the head of the man who~sells unwholesome cherries. A dealer who 
had exposed a quantity of fruit on a barrow in Fulham was haled before 
Mr. Curtis Bennett at the West London court, and gravely told that he 
was responsible for a penalty of £4,000—a trifle of £20 for each particular 
cherry. The istrate rather defended this Draconian severity—which 
really might render half a ground that’ many 
poor persons in the metropolis were killed by eating unwholesome fruit. 
However, Mr. Bennett did not fine the man £4,000, but the mitigated 
penalty of 20s. and 5s. costs. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
TITHE ACT, 1891. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—There appears to be a good deal of difference of opinion in 
the profession as to the time when it is necessary for the landowner 
to serve the titheowner with notice under section 2, sub-section (6), 
where the occupier is liable under agreement to pay the tithes. 
Ought the notice to be served at once, or is this the first step to be 
taken, if proceedings become requisite in the county court’ Iam 
inclined to the latter course, for on reference to the Act you will 
notice the marginal note at the head of section 2 expressly sets forth 
that that section refers ‘‘ to recovery of the tithe rent-charge through 
the county court,” the Legislature surely intimating by this that 
the serving the notice is only requisite where county court proceed- 
ings have to be taken. If it had meant otherwise would not the 
enactment of the required notice have been by a separate section ? 

Again, is 1t likely that our present Lord Chancellor (whose ideas as 
to cutting down law costs are so well known) would have allowed a 
Government measure to be passed with a section entailing upon the 
landowner the cost of such a notice being given except where it is 
absolutely n , a8 in case of proceedings, to enable the occupier 
to be heard in the matter ? 

It would be a benefit to the profession if we could have your views 
in the matter, and perhaps it might lead to an authoritative statement 
by the Incorporated Law Society at its Plymouth meeting next week. 

R. N. R. 


[The object of the section, as our correspondent points out, being 
to provide for the recovery of tithe rent-charge in the county court, 
we agree with him that the titheowner need only be served with 
notice when proceedings are being taken for this purpose. The 
notice to the titheowner is simply intended to insure that the 
occupier shall have a chance of appearing, and can only be of use in 
the event of recourse to the court.—Eb. S./.] 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re THE BIRMINGHAM AND MIDLAND BANK (LIM.)—19th August. 


Company—DeeEp or SEeTtTLEMENT—EXTENSION oF Oxsects—MEMURANDUM 
or Association—Companigs (MEMORANDUM or AssocrATiIon) Act, 1890. 


The above-named company was formed originally under deed of settle- 
ment, but was afterwards registered under Part VII. of the Companies Act, 
1862, as an unlimited company, and subsequently reregistered with limited 
liability. The company was established for the purpose of carrying on 
the business of banking ut Birmingham and elsewhere. A_ special 
resolution had been passed and confirmed for altering the company’s 
constitution and objects under the Companies (Memorandum of Associa- 
tion) Act, 1890. The petition asked for confirmation of the special 
resolution, and stated that the proposed alteration in the form of the 
company’s constitution involved an alteration of the objects of the company, 
but whether the alteration involved an extension of the objects was not at 
all clear; that the practice at the present time is to define the objects of a 
registered company in considerable detail, and the fact that the objects of 
the company as now defined were expressed only in general terms caused, 
and was calculated to cause, difficulty, and to impede the development of 
the ee The petiticn also alleged that the objects contained in the 
propo memorandum of association were necessary for the due working 
and development of the company’s business. It was argued for the 
— that the application was made for all the reasons stated in section 

, sub-section (5), of the Act of 1890, which gives the court jurisdiction. 
By extending its business the company would be enabled to carry its 
business on more conveniently and economically. The Act enabled the 
company to extend, not merely to define, its objects. 

Coxuins, J., said the only question to his mind was whether the Act 
enabled the bar of the company’s business to be enlarged. A similar 
application come before Chitty, J., in Re Governments Stock Investment 
Co. (1891, 1 Ch. 649). The special resolution ought, therefore, to be 
conirmed by the court.—CovnsgL, Marten, Q.C., and Charles Macnaghten. 
Soxicrrors, Beale § Co. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
Bankruptcy Cases. 


Ez parte LINDSAY, Re ARMSTRONG—Q. B. Div., 7th August. 


Bankruptcy—ExaMinatTion or Wirtness—Banxruprcy in Scortanp— 
Avuxit1ary Powers or Enciish Cournt—RervsaL To suBMIT TO EXAMINA- 
rion—Conrempr or Covurt—Privitecr or Partiament—Banxrvrtcy Act, 
1883, ss. 27, 117, 118—Banxrvrtcy Ruxes, 1886, r. 70. 

This was a motion to commit Mr. F. Wootton Isaacson, M.P., to prison 
for alleged contempt of court in having refused to be examined on oath 





pursuant to a summons issued by the court, and an order made thereon by 
the registrar in bankruptcy on the 13th of June, 1891. The summons was 
under section 27 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and was issued pursuant to 
the order and request of the sheriff substitute of Roxburghshire in a 
Scottish bankruptcy under the provisions of sections 117 and 118 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The respondent, having been served with a sealed 
copy of this summons, did not attend on the 13th of June, the day appointed 
for his examination, but by his solicitor applied for and obtained an 
adjournment until the 13th of July, on the ground of ill-health. On that 
day he attended the court, but, acting under the advice of his counsel, he 
refused to be sworn or to submit to examination. In consequence of this 
refusal the trustee now applied to commit. 

Vavenan WiuiaMs, J., said that the objections offered by counsel for 
the respondent were, first, that the summons, being made pursuant to an 
order of the Bankruptcy Act of 1869 (repealed), was invalid ; and, secondly, 
that the request described the court as the Bankruptcy Court of London, 
and that the summons spoke of the London Court of Kecitusien, Those ob- 
jections had been urged in various guises before the court, but there was really 
nothing in them. Mr. Isaacson attended before the registrar in obedience to 
@ summons pursuant to an order and request of the sheriff substitute of 
Roxburghshire, and properly so described on the face of the summons, and 
he thereby waived any irregularity either in the form of the summons 
or in the description of the court. Moreover, it was not the fact that the 
Scottish order was made under the English Bankruptcy Act, 1869. It was 
made under the Bankruptcy (Scotland) Act, 1856, nor was it otherwise 
described. It was the request only which was described as being made 
under the Bankruptcy Act of 1869, and this error in the description of the 
powers under which the Scottish court asked the English court to act as 
auxiliary was not a matter going to the jurisdiction of the English 
court, or which could be taken advantage of by Mr. Isaacson. Mr. 
Isaacson had filed an affidavit in which he said that in the event of these 
preliminary objections being ultimately overruled he was willing to submit 
to examination. The objections must be overruled, and if Mr. Isaacson 
was now willing to submit to examination the practical purpose of the 
present application would be attained. But it was nevertheless necessary, 
having regard to a further objection to the motion raised by counsel, that 
the court should deal with that objection, which was that, Mr. Isaacson 
being a member of Parliament, the order of committal prayed for could 
not be made against him by reason of the pte of Parliament. That 
objection was well founded. The rule in the matter of privilege appeared 
to be that which was laid down by Lord Brougham in Long Wellesley’s case 
(2 Russ. & Myl. 639, 665), and that rule was acted on by Hall, V.C., in Re 
Anglo-French Co-operative Society (L. R. 14 Ch. D. 533). The result was 
that the question before the court was whether the present motion was 
made to punish the respondent or merely in the nature of attachment for 
contempt as a means of enforcing obedience to the order of the court. It 
appeared to be the latter, and was merely a process to compel performance. 
It was true that this proceeding was not an attachment in a technical sense, 
but was an’application for committal. It was true that the arrest of the 
respondent could not be brought about without a second order beyond the 
order for his examination which he disobeyed. But the committal, if 
ordered here, would not be punitive, but merely a civil process. The court 
would not say that a witness might not so refuse in open court to answer 
questions he was ordered to answer, as that it might amount to personal 
contempt and be punishable as such in the exercise of the inherent common 
law jurisdiction of the court or under the provisions of rule 70 of the 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1886. But in the present case there was no element of 
personal contempt or any offence committed for which the respondent 
could be sent to prison as a punishment. Any imprisonment ordered in 
the present case would be by way of civil process, and would determine ex 
debito justitie as soon as the person committed yielded obedience to the 
order of the court and paid the costs. If the Bankruptcy Act of 18383 
and the rules of 1886 were looked at it was plain that the framers had 
present to their minds the distinction between the two kinds of contempt— 
process and punishment. In sections 16, 24, and 50, which dealt with 
offences, the Act spoke not only of the offender being dealt with as for 
contempt of court, but said the offender should be punishable. For these 
reasons the motion must fail.—CounseL, Firminger ; A. Young. Soxicrrors, 
Harries, Wilkinson, & Raikes ; Waldron, Lawrence, § Baker. 


Ex parte ADOR, Re BROWNE & WINGROVE—C. A. No. 1, 
7th August. 


Bankruptcy—Proor or Dest—Inrerest AFTER Recerving Oxrper—Denr 
PAYABLE AT Future Time witn InTEREsT in MeantimE—Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, ss. 37, 40—Scuepvuz II., xr. 20, 21. 


The question in this case was, whether a proof in heskxeuiey could be 
admitted in respect of interest accruing due after the date of the receiving 
order upon a debt which by contract was payable at a future date, interest 
being payable in the meantime. Section 37 of the caer aed Act, 1883, 
provides that ‘‘(1) Demands in the nature of unliquidated damages, 
arising otherwise than by reason of a contract, promise, breach of 
trust, shall not be provable in bankruptcy.’’ ‘‘ (3) Save as aforesaid, all 
debts and liabilities, present or future, certain or contingent, to which the 
debtor is subject at the date of the receiving order, or to which he.may be- 
come subject before his discharge by reason of any obligation incurred be- 
fore the date of the receivin er, shall be deemed to be debts provable in 


0! 
bankruptcy.’”’ ‘‘ (8) ‘ Liability’ shall, for the purposes of this Act, include 
any compensation for work or labour done, any obligation or ibility of 
an obligation to pay_money or money’s worth on the breach of any express 
or implied covenant, contract, agreement, or undertaking, whether the 
breach does or does not occur, or is or is not likely to occur or capable of 
occurring, before the discharge of the debtor, and generally it shall include 
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any express or implied engagement, ment, or undertaking to pay, or 
capable of resulting in the payment of money, or money’s worth, whether 
the payment is, as respects amount, fixed or unliquidated ; as respects 
time, present or future, certain or dependent on any one contingency 
or on two or more contingencies; as to mode of valuation, capable 
of being ascertained by fixed rules, or as matter of opinion.’’ Section 
40 provides (1) that certain specified debts shall be paid in priority 
to all other debts; (4) ‘‘subject to the ge gp of this Act, all 
debts proved in the bankruptcy shall be paid pari passu’’ ; and (5) ‘‘if 
there is any surplus after payment of the foregoing debts, it shall be 
applied in payment of interest from the date of the receiving order at the 
rate of four per cent. per annum on all debts proved in the ptcy.”’ 
By rule 21 in Schedule II. to the Act “‘a creditor may prove for a debt 
not pee when a debtor commits an act of bankruptcy as if it were 
payable presently, and may receive dividends equally with the other 
creditors, deducting only thereout a rebate of interest at the rate of 5 per 
cent. per annum computed from the declaration of a dividend to the time 
when the debt would have become payable, according to the terms on which 
it was contracted.’’ In the present case a sum of £1,000 was lent to one of 
the partners in a firm on the 30th of April, 1885, on the terms that it should 
be repaid by instalments within ten years, and that interest, at the rate of 
six per cent. per annum, should be paid on so much of the £1,000 as 
should for the time being remain unpaid. The partners jointly guaran- 
teed the payment of the principal and interest. In March, 1890, a re- 
ceiving order was made against them, and a scheme of arrangement 
was entered into with the creditors, and was approved by the court. 
No part of the £1,000 had been repaid. The lender tendered a proof 
under the scheme for the £1,000 and £11 interest accrued subse- 
quent to the date of the receiving order. The trustee under the scheme 
admitted the proof for £1,000, but rejected it as to the interest. The 
creditor did not appeal from this rejection. When a dividend was 
declared the trustee proposed to pay it upon the £1,000, less a rebate of 
£210—that is, upon £790. The creditor applied to the court for an order 
that the trustee should pay the dividend upon the £1,000, or that the 
amount of the proof might be increased. Mr. Registrar Giffard refused 
the application. 

Tue Court (Linptzey, Bowen, and Kay, L.JJ.) reversed the decision. 
Linviey, L.J., read the following judgment of the court :—The question 
arises for what amount the creditor can prove, and how the sum payable 
to him for dividend is to be calculated. It has long been a settled rule 
that in bankruptcy interest accruing after adjudication is not admitted to 
proof. Interest not yet due is clearly not a debt; and under the older 
statutes only debts were provable. Nor under them was interest given in 
respect of the delay necessarily occasioned by izing the bankrupt’s 
assets and ascertaining his debts. The old rule that interest accruing 
after adjudication could not be admitted to proof was inflexible (see 1 
Cooke’s Bankruptcy Laws, 8th ed., p. 205); and it has been recognized as 
subsisting in very modern times, notwithstanding that the class of liabili- 
ties provable has been from time to time enlarged, and has since 1869 
embraced almost, if not quite, all contractual liabilities imaginable. It 
was recognized and acted upon in Fx parte Bath (22 Ch. D. 450), which 
was decided in November, 1882. But, notwithstanding this rule and 
concurrently with it, there was a method of dealing with debts payable 
at a future date and bearing interest, which was introduced as early as 
the reign of George I., and which must not be forgotten. Until 7 Geo. 1 
the only debts provable were debts due and payable at the date of adjudi- 
cation. By 7 Geo. 1, c. 31 the law in this respect was altered, and as 
altered has continued in a modified form ever since (see 6 Geo. 4, c. 16, s. 
51, and the Bankruptcy Act, 1849, s. 172). Under the Acts of George I. 
and George IV., debts payable at a later date than the adjudication were 
made provable subject to a rebate ; and it was decided that debts payable 
in futuro, with interest in the meantime, were to be treated as if the prin- 
cipal sums were presently due without interest (see Clayton v. Gosling, 5 
B. & C. 360; Ex parte Elgar, 2 Gl. & Jam. 1; Hx parte Dowman, 2 Gl. & 
Jam. 241). The observations of Mellish, L.J., in Hx parte Stone (L. R. 8 
Ch. App. 917) are to the same effect. Later legislation has not altered 
this in principle. The point did not arise in Ex parte Savin (L. R. 7 
Ch. App. 760), where the debt was a debt actually due. In Ex parte Bath 
(22 Ch. D. 450) proof for future interest was disallowed, which is quite in 
accordance with the old rule ; but the whole of the principal was proved as 
a present debt, which was also in accordance with the same rule. The report 
does not shew that any deduction was afterwards made from the principal 
money proved. Nor was the question raised whether the liability to pay 
interest could be valued for purposes of proof. Ex parte Bath is, there- 
fore, no authority for the double proposition that the future interest is to 
rejected, and that the principal sum is to be further reduced under some 
rule ee rebate. So far as decided cases go, we can find no autho- 
rity for such a very unreasonable mode of procedure. We come now to 
the present statute. The only express provisions relating to interest in 
the ptcy Act, 1883, and the Rules of 1886, are section 40, sub-sec- 
tion 5, and rule 20 in the 2nd schedule to the Act. Section 40, sub-sec- 
tion 5, applies to interest after the date of the receiving order ; it applies to 
all debts proved, whether they bear interest or not (thus extending the old 
law (1 Cooke’s Bankruptcy Laws, 207) ; it gives interest on all debts proved, 
at four per cent. from the above date; but it only comes into operation 
where there is a surplus, after payment in full of all the debts proved. Rule 
20 in the schedule applies to interest before adjudication, and gives interest 
to the date of the receiving order, at four per cent., on all debts or sums 
certain then overdue, although interest is not payable by contract, pro- 
vided the debts are poyahlc by virtue of some written instrument at a cer- 
tain time, or a demand has been made in writing for R oe Lagpee’ and giving 
notice that intérest will be claimed. Neither of these provisions has 
reference to the mode of dealing with interest after the date of a receiving 





order on a debt payable at a future date, with interest, under an ex- 
press contract. e enactments relating to debts provable are sec- 
tion 37 and rule 21 in the schedule. These have to be worked together. 


The language of section 37 is quite large 

a debt payable at a future date, but also a ity to pay interest 
thereon at such rate, high or low, as the bankrupt may 

to pay; and, upon the true construction of section 37 and rule 21, the 
proper course to pursue a) to be as follows :—First, — the debt 
as a present debt, and ap fy rule 21 to the dividend payable on it, then 
value the liability to pay , and prove for that value, and pay a 
dividend on that without rebate (see the words of rule 21, which is con- 
fined to debts). If by contract the debt bears interest at five per cent., 
then, as under the rule interest is to be calculated at five per cent. for the 
purposes of rebate, the result will be the same as if the principal sum is 
treated as a present debt not bearing interest, and is proved and paid 
accordingly. But, where the interest is more or less than five per cent. 
the value of the liability to pay interest and the rebate under the rule will 
not be equal, and will not, therefore, neutralize each other. Whether it 
was intended to alter the old law, by which a debt payable at a future date 
with interest was treated as Lapweey dagen without interest, we do not 
know, but certainly it cannot have been intended, first, to strike out the 
interest, and then to reduce the principal by applying rule 21 to it. That, 
however, is what has been done by the order a ed from; but there is 
no warrant for so doing, either under the old law or the new. The rule 
which prevents proof for future interest is not a positive enactment ; 
it is rather a rule of convenience. In ordinary cases it produces no 
injustice. Where, by rule 21, a rebate would be deducted from a 
future debt which by contract carries interest, the application of 
section 37, by allowing a proof for such future interest and setting that off 
against the rebate, prevents the a of rule 21 from inflicting a loss 
upon the creditor by a rebate which would be unjust. If the proof for 
future interest should be greater than the rebate under rule 21, as when 
the interest contracted for was more than five per cent., possibly section 
37 cannot be invoked so far as to allow proof for the amount beyond the 
rebate. But it is not necessary on the present occasion to decide this 
point. In the present case the interest payable by the contract is six per 
cent. The appellant is content to allow the princ sum alone to be the 
amount of his proof, and to waive any advantage which he might obtain by 
valuing the bankrupt’s liability to pay six cent. and then applying 
rule 21. This being so,.the proof stand for £1,000, and there be 
no rebate from that sum, or from the dividend payable in respect of it. 
The appeal, therefore, is allowed, with costs in the usual way. 

Tux Court gave leave to appeal to the House of Lords, upon the consent 
of two-thirds in value of the creditors being obtained.—Covunsgt, Finlay, 
Q.C., and Yate Lee; Sidney Woolf. Q.C., and F. M. Abrahams. So.tct- 
tors, Munns § Longden ; M. Abrahams, Sons, $ Co. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Wii1u1am Epwarp Smrrun, solicitor, of Ashby-de-la-Zouch, died 
after a prolonged illness, at his residence, Hill House, Ashby, on Monday, 
the 3rd inst. He was the son of Mr. Thomas Smith, solicitor, of Carlton- 
on-Trent, Nottinghamshire, and was born on the 28th of July, 1818. He 
was educated at Southwell Grammar School. He was articled to a firm 
of solicitors at Mansfieli, and was admitted in Easter Term, 1841. He com- 
menced practice at Ashby with Mr. E. M. Green in 1846. In 1867 he entered 
into partnership with the late Mr. E. F. Mammatt. Mr. Smith’s loss will 
be keenly felt, not only by his clients, to whom he was a ane ! 
sound, acute, and skilful adviser, but also by the poor, to whom he was 
also a devoted friend, dispensing his charity unostentatiously, but with no 
niggard hand, and by the mbhabitants of Ashby generally, as he 
took a very active part in all matters having for their object the 
welfare of the town. For many years and up to the date of his 
death he was clerk to the magistrates for Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
division of Leicestershire, and clerk to the magistrates for the Swad- 
lincote division of Derb: . Mr. Smith was one of the oldest trustees 
connected with the Ashby Grammar School foundation, and for thirty 
years he was the vicar’s warden at the Ashby parish church, in the 
restoration of which he materially assisted, both by his influence and his 
purse. For many years he was chairman of the burial board, but this 
position he, through fai health, in December last. Mr. Smith 
was the senior partner in the old estab! firm of Smith, Mammatt, & 
Hale, of Ashby. At the Ashby Petty Sessions, on the magistrates 
their seats on the bench the chairman said: Before 
business of the court, as chairman of the bench, I wish to say that in 
consequence of: the death of our late i j 
the court until one o’clock. Mr. Smith, our late clerk, was legal adviser 
this bench for upwards of twenty-five years. During that time he 
the respect and esteem not only of the magistrates, but of all with whom 
he came into contact. It is due to his memory that the bench should 
adjourn the court out of respect forthe deceased. Mr. W. A. Musson, speak- 
we Footing id aot paibtbly be sed Mer Senibh hed mee only gained 
magistrates could not ve . ¥ y 
the confidence of the magistrates, but also of all the officials and the 

rofessional gentlemen at this court during the long period he 
held the office of c to magistrates. 
and years had the respect and admiration 
he (Mr. Musson) belonged, and it would be long before his memory was 
lost from among them. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Cuartes Forrescvz, solicitor (of the firm of Fortescue & Sons), of 
Banbury, has been appointed Clerk to the Justices of the Banbury and 
Bloxham Division of the County of Oxford, in the place of his father, Mr. 
John Fortescue, who has resigned on account of his advanced age. 





GENERAL. 


' The Right Hon. John Inglis, Lord-Justice General, died on Thursday, 
the 20th inst., at his country residence, Loganbank, Glencorse, to which 
he had retired in feeble health when the Court of Session rose on July 18. 


Mr. James Macdonald, who carried on business as a law stationerin the 
City, and resided at Elm-road, Beckenham, was accidentally killed on the 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway near Kent House Station on the 
evening of Saturday, the 15th inst. 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. Robert F. Fenning, who died 
on the 13th inst., at Camberwell, after a short illness, aged sixty-three. 
During a long period of service the deceased was clerk successively to the 
late Sir Barnes Peacock, the late Baron Pigott, the late Lord Chief Baron 
Kelly, Lord Bramwell, and (at the time of his death) to Mr. Justice 
North. He was also known as the author of Fenning’s ‘‘ Common Law 
Cause Book.’’ 


At the Horncastle Petty Sessions, say the Daily News, before Mr. F. T. 
Dymoke, a man named John Cheseldine was charged by the police, under 
the Vagrancy Act, with sleeping in a stable of the Crown public-house, 
Horncastle. The accused stated that he had permission to sleep in the 
stable from the landlord in order that his mother might earn a little 
money by letting his bed to dealers attending the Horncastle great horse 
fair. The istrate, however, committed him to gaol for seven days. 
Later on Mr. R. E. Boulton, solicitor, appeared and stated that the land- 
lord of the Crown Inn was present, and would give evidence that he had 
given Cheseldine permission to sleep in the outhouse, and lent him some 
sacks for coverings. The magistrate said he could not reconsider the 
matter. Mr. Boulton contended that as the man had permission to occupy 
the stable there could be no offence under the Vagrancy Act. He asked 
for a case to be granted. The magistrate refused to grant a case, saying 
there was nothing in the Vagrancy Act about permission. Mr. Boulton 
replied that that followed as a matter of common law. The magistrate, 
however, refused to hear the witness who was in attendance, but said that 
Cheseldine must go to prison. ‘ 


On Monday, the 17th inst., a lady made an application to the Enfield 
bench of magistrates with reference to a jackdaw she had lost, when the 
following dialogue took place :—Mr. Latham: How can the bench assist 
you to recover the bird? Applicant: Well, I know where it is, but the 
man won’t give it back. Mr. Latham: Why does he retain it? Appli- 
cant: He says he has bought it, and intends to keep it. Mr. Latham: 
Has he told you that? Applicant: No, but he told someone who told me. 
Mr. Latham: Have you asked him to return the bird? Applicant: No. 
I thought I would come here first. Mr. Latham: How did you lose it? 
Applicant: We took it out of the cage to give it a bath, and it flew away. 
Mr. Latham : There is a peculiar thing about a jackdaw. It is an ordinary 
English wild bird, and as soon as you let it goit resumes its former 
oan as a wild bird. Applicant: We had it from the nest. Mr. 

: That does not matter. A jackdaw, as I have said, is an English 
wild bird, and if it flies out of the possession of the person who has been 
keeping it, and is caught by someone else, I don’t think that individual 
can be c with unlawful detention. I cannot see in what way we 
can help you. The retention, in my opinion, is not a criminal act. You 
may have a remedy in the county court, but there you will have to face 
the difficulty of the bird being a wild one, and you must be prepared to 
shew that the bird of which you have spoken is really the one you claim. 








‘WaknineG To 1xTenpine House Purcnasers & Lessres.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the i arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 


Sanitary & Ventilation Co., 65, ite Town Hall, Victoria-street, West- 
minster (Estab. 18764, who also undertake the t tilation of Offices, &c.—[Apvr. ] 
Vanity Farr Carroons.—A few Complete Sets of the Judges that have 


in Vanity Fair to date are still to be had on application to the Publisher. 
a ve 36 Cartoons in all. Price, per Set, £2 10s. ces, 182, Strand, London, 
.C.—[Apvr. 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Aug. 14. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoutep 1n CHANCERY. 


Cameron Freenovp Lanp anv Ixvestuent Co, Limrep—Creditors are uired, on or 

before Sept names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
, 7, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Credi are required, on or before Oct 3(', to send their 

arti of their debts claims, to Charles Wright and 


Edward » 27, A 
Wicxs’s Parests Syxpicate, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 11, directed 
to be heard on Aug 26. Ford & Co, ete malt msg So petners on 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 


be 7 a Tempegance Union Benerit Society, Elim Hall, Church rd, Tottenham. 
ug 


, to 
Sampane Tea Co, Limirep— 
names and and or 





London Gazette—Turspay, Aug. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep 1n CHANCERY. 


Housuums Hore anv “ Rocxteys,” Luurep—Petn for wiyting up, presented Aug 11, 
directed to be heard on Aug 26. Grant, Norfolk st, Stran1, solor for petning company 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Granp Prorsstant Association oF Loyat Orancrmen Society, Viaduct Inn, Earles- 
town, Lancaster. Aug 10 





CReDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 14. 
BLENNERHASSETT, Rev Jouy, RymeIntrinseca, Dorset. Oct7. Blennerhassett v Goodden, 


Chitty, J. Bartlett, Sherborne cd 
Crossy, AnrHony, Marden, Kent, Builder. Sept 15. Powell v Crosby, Stirling, J. 
Eldridge, Parliament st, Westminster 
Morean, Hoster Leste Frepericx, Old Broad st, Stockbroker. Oct 1. Morgan v 
Morgan, Stirling, J. Byrne, Surrey st, Strand 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 18. 
Cann, Apranam, Nottingham, Solicitor. Oct 1. Symington v Cann, North, J. Need- 
ham, New inn, Strand : 
Farrcioven, Ricuarp, Heath Charnock, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Sept 16. Fairclough v 
Fairclough, Registrar, Preston. Edelston, Preston 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 14. 


AMAbEI, #REDERICK, St Mary Abbott’s terr, Kensington, Esq. Sept 15. Hicks & Arnold, 
ing st, Covent Garden 
Arruur, Mary, Llanfabon, Glam. Sept 23. Leigh, Cardiff 


Asurorp, Wiit1am Harrison, Meynard road, Walthamstow. Sept 21. Stones & Co, 


bury circus 
Asuton, James, Leamington, Lieut.-Colonel. Sept 30. Field & Sons, Leamington 


Bance, Witu1am, Thorpe, Surrey, Farmer. Sept 26. Button & Co, London and County 
Bank House, Covent Garden 
Batrerssy, Wauter, Honor Oak, Surrey, Esq. Sept 29. Field & Sons, Leamington 


Bayntox, Tuomas, Kingston, Portsea, Gent. Oct 30. Parker & Lord, Worcester 
Birpsey, GeorGe, Bushey, Herts, Licensed Victualler. Oct1. Sedgwick & Co, Watford 
Browne, Georce, Brighton, Surgeon. Nov 4. Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

Bruce, Jouy, Kingston upon Hull, Timber Merchant. Oct1. Jordeson, Hull 

Butt, zeassa Ayn Gerrrupe, Liverpool, Shop Assistant. Aug 26. Roger, West st, 
BurcHer, Ricwano, Bury, Secrty for Religious Tract Society. Sept 30. Butcher & Bar- 
Seeeen, tieeaee, Headingley, Leeds, Solicitor. Sept10. Butler & Middlebrook, Leeds 
Capz, Mary Any, Stanwix, Carlisle. Sept 20. Percival & Son, Peterborough 

Corus, Harriet, Alderley Edge, Chester. Oct 1. Chapman & Co, Manchester 
Curiack, Tuomas, Brighton, Wine Merchant. Sept 14. Hall, Brighton 

Daz, Cuares, Liverpool, Gent. Oct 10. T. J. Smith & Son, Liverpool 

Dariey, Wiiuiam, Brigg, Lincs, Coal Merchant. Sept 30. Sowter, Brigg 

Day, Mary Exizasetru, Frome, Somerset. Sept 21. Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 
Diaeiz, Jounsoy, Loughborough, Dyer. Sept 14. Heath & Sons, Nottingham 

Duyn, James, Belitha villas, Barnsbury, Gent. Sept 21. Howard, Gray’s inn sq 

Dyke, neg td Wess, Sackville st, Piccadilly, Master Tailor. Sept 30. Everett, Chan- 


cery lane 
Earpiey, Epwarp, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester, Tripe Dresser. Sept 14. 
Hockin & chester 


oc! Co, 
Fuui.er, Tomas, Withington, nr Manchester, Chemist. Oct 6. Owen, Liverpool 
GittincHAm, AL¥rrep, Swanage, Dorset, Draper. Sep®7. Crossman & Prichard, Theo- 
bald’s rd, Gray’s inn : 
Green, ExvizaseTu Unrrevite, Southampton. Sept 25. Field & Sons, Leamington 
Guyw or Guyy, Marra Louisa Sruart, Pretoria, South African Republic. Sept 1. 
, Gresham bldgs, i st ‘ 
oe See eee, ‘filsworth, nr Dunstable, Belly, Gent. Sept 14. Jones, Old 
ewry ¢ rs 
Hakrri11, Jouy, Bedminster, Bristol, Yeoman. Oct 1. O’Donoghue & Anson, Bristol 
Havens, Joun Cory, Nettlebed, Oxon, Esq. Oct 30. Tanner, Leadenhall st 
Imzsoy, James, St Paul’s Churchyard, Warehouseman. Oct 1. Vallance & Vallance, 
Essex st, Strand 
James, Cuartorre, Plymouth. Oct 10. Wilson & Loye, Plymouth 
Jerrrey, Epwin, Guiseley, Yorks, Draper. Sept 14. Barwick & Co, Yeadon 
Jones, Henry Watson, Chester, Bank Manager. Sept15. Potts & Co, Chester 
Joyes, Saran Ross, Bath. Sept 24. Simmons & Co, Bath 
Kewey, am Talfourd rd, Camberwell, Lighterman. Sept 15. Jobson, Lincoln’s 
inn fie 
Lowe, } aga Brookhampton, Oxon, Carpenter. Sept10. A. Rose, Sadley, Basing- 
stoke 
Ma kin, Josern, Upper Tean, Staffs, Confectioner. Sept 12. Plant, Stoke on Trent 
Maruewsos, Joun, Jeffrey sq, Engineer. Sept 30. Pattison & Co, Queen Victoria st 
McLscu.ax, Exizasetu, Phillimore grdns, Kensington. Sept 28. Rose & Johnson, Gt 
eorge st, i 
Miturreroy, WitLiaM Jouy, Appach rd, Brixton. Aug 31. Tooth, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ouiver, Evizasern Ann, Queen’s grdns, Hyde pk. Oct 1. Pattison & Co, Queen Vic- 


Ouiver, Harry, Bedford row, Architect. Oct 1. Pattison & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Orpisu, WATER Danie, Burton uy Trent, Gent. Sept 12. J. & W. J. Drewry, 
Burton upon Trent’ = weg 

Oszorye, Jouy, Goudhurst, Kent, Farm Labourer Sept 18. Brown & Brown, Deal 
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Ouvry, Rev. Peter Tuomas, East Acton. Sept 14. EC Ouvry, East Acton 

Pace, hs aga Gt Pulteney st, Golden sq, Gent. Oct1. Vallance & Vallance, Essex st, 
Stra 

Parker, Francis, Worcester, Solicitor. Sept 30. Parker & Lord, Worcester 

Parsiey, Dantet, Bristol, Hatter. Aug 31. Boone, Bristol 

Peacnu, Exiza, Brooksby st, Islington. Sept 21. Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 

Penny, Rosert WA.Ton, Daftenl, Draper. Sept 1. Douthwaite & Waddington, 
Oieckheaton and Bradford 

Port, Faxny, Tyrnant, Lianarth, Mon. Sept 12. Lyne & Co, Newport, Mon 

Ruoaves, Joseru, Longley rd, Tooting, Gent. Sept 6. Smith & Gorringe, Furnival’s 
inn, ™m 

Ricz, Ann, High st, Merton. Sept 25. Fuller, Borough High st, Southwark 

Riecott, Mary, Wilmot st, Derby. Sept 10. J. & W. H. Sale, Derby 

Rocers, Epwarp, Friday st, Cheapside. Nov 5. Barlow & James, Lime st 

Russeii, Tuomas James, Norland rd, Notting Hill, Licensed Victualler. Sept 26. Brown, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

STABLES, bea Wandsworth rd, Clapham, Dairyman. Sept 15. Webbers & Duncan, 
Forni *s ‘ 


inn 
Srocx, Carotine Ann, James st, Buckingham gate. Oct 1. 





Keen & Co, Knightrider st 
oe, Txomas, Hebburn, Durham, Farmer. Sept 28. Newlands & Newlands, New- 
TownsEnD, pd om Middlewood, nr Sheffield, Gent. Oct 31. Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 


Warsoy, Tuomas, Oldham, Pork Butcher. Sept1. Taylor, Oldham 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug 18. 
Biawoop, James, Birmingham, Gent. Oct 1. Jeffery-Parr & Hasell, Birmingham 
Buanpy, Exizaseta Doutoyp, Ilfracombe. Dec 1. Blandy & Co, Reading 
Broom, Tuomas, Oundle, Northampton, Draper. Sept 29. Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 
Brapsury, Jonn, Wolstanton, Staffs, retired Farmer. Oct 1. Alcock, Burslem 
Brounves, Henry, Baker st, Clerkenwell, Gent. Sept 24. Boxall & Boxall, Chancery lane 
Burys, Jonx, Hulme, Manchester, Gent. Oct 1. Earle & Co, Manchester 
Cavan, Mary, Park crsnt, Portland pl. Sept 23. Gordon & Son, New Broad st 
Coat, Tomas, Tunbridge Wells. Sept 20. Marshall & Haslip, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 
Cook, Jonny, Bampton, Oxon, Draper. Sept 29. Crowdy & Son, Faringdon, Berks 
Cocnses, Wisenhe, West Bromwich, Nail Manufacturer. Sept1. Manby & Son, Wol- 
Casson Bank, idly terr, Leyton rd, Forest Gate. Sept 20. Rawlinson, New Broad st 
Crum-Ewrxo, Joun Dick, Ryder st, St James’s st, Esq. Sept 18. Murray & Co, Birchin 
Suenneee: JosEpH, Kettlesing, Yorks, Farmer. Sept 12. Hirst & Capes, Harrogate 





Wrentmore & Son, Bedford 

atau Jane Acnes, Eaton pl, Pimlico. Oct 31. Pemberton & Garth, New crt, 

A Joun Epwanp, Eaton pl, Bart. Oct 31. Pemberton & Garth, New court, 

awe iio Hotes, Gosforth, nr Newcastle upon Tyne. Sept7. Dix & War- 

Hirt, Ticcreen Wabte onion Liverpool. Oct 6. Whitley & Co, Liverpool 

Hoxt, Hannan, Lytham, Lanes. Sept 10. Openshaw, Bury 

Hucues, Ayve, Rhyl, Flints. Sept 15. Roe-Browne, Rhyl 

Humpnreys, Ricuarp, Tynybitfel, Lianllwchaiarn, Montgomery, Farmer. Oct 1. Powell, 

Pn. .— te Viet, Bristol, Gent. Sept 29. Jacques & Sons, Bristol 

Jenkinson, Bennett, Beech Cliffe, Trentham, Staffs, Farmer. Sept 20. T & E Slaney, 

Seven, Wain Gainsborough. Oct 13. Iveson & Son, Gainsborough 

Jounson, Evizanern, Northampton. Sept 24. Britten & Browne, Northampton 

Laws, Evizanetu, Bradford. Sept 14. Moore, South Shields 

Ly vt, ee Skene, Highgate Rise. Sept 12. Hutchinson, Gresham bldgs, Basing- 

Mactiver, Peter Stewart, Bristol, J.P. Sept 30. Van Tromp, Essex st, Strand 

Manrsu, Jayx, St Helens, Lancs, Publican. Sept 25. Barrow & Cook, St Helens 

Marsu, Joun, St Helens, Publican. Sept 25. Barrow & Cook, St Helens 

Mixuns, Wit11aM Rosert, Holbeach, Lines, Grocer. Sept 30. Willders & Son, Holbeach 

Moraay, Josrrn, Liandilo, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. Sept 18. Williams, Liandilo 

Rawsrnorye, Samvuet, Liverpool, Gent, Sept 14. Bradburn & Simpson, Liverpool 

Ross, Cuar.es, St Leonard’s on Sea, Oct 10. Maitlands & Co, Knightrid2r st, Doctors’ 

Guseceen, Teoma Darwen, Estate Agent. Sept14. Hindle, Darwen 

SPINDLER, Mary Aww, Silver Hallplace, Isleworth. Sept 26. Woodbridge & Sons, Ser- 
jeant’s inn, Fleet st 

Stevenson, WiiL1AM, Kingston upon Hull, Gent. Sept 25. Turner, Hull 

Tompson, Toomas, Thursby, Cumbrid, retired Farmer. Sept 30. Cartwell & Burnett, 

Sewnsen Feances, Middlewood, nr Sheffield, Gent. Oct 31. Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Trircoyey, James, Coverack, St Keverne, Cornwall, retired Servant. Aug 29. Grylls & 

Vsaum tae, Horbury, nr Wakefield, Yeoman. Sept 12. Williams & Edwards, 
Wakefield 


Wayreneap, Jonx Burnanp, Westmoreland rd, Bayswater, Gent. Sept 21. Williams, 
Martin’s lane, Cannon st 


Earrett, Jouy, Springdale rd, Stoke Newington. Sept 14. 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


coe ae 8 Gosport, Grocer Portsmouth Pet Aug 


Cotsert, Wa.ter, Fulham rd, Manufacturer of 


Blinds Aug 27 at 1 st, Lincoln’s inn 
London Gazetie.—Fripay, Aug. 14. Comm, James, Liv Licensed Victualler Liverpool Coveney, 3 Rosekrt, —, Gower Aug 
Augill Ord ll Off Kee, 5, 

RECEIVING ORDEBS. Perry, | tre Newenstle on Lap! Builder Newcastle | Fenrox, rll Smoth Staffs, Grover Aug 31 at 

At.ey & Co, Messrs W H, Waterloo pl, Pall Mall, Pub- on Pet Aug12 Ord A 10.45 County Court, West Bromwich 
lishers High Court Pet May 7 Ord Aug 11 Piatt, Roserr foe Orsay, pat Ree rd, | Firzoeratp, Artaur SouTHwew late of Hadlow, Kent, 
Annee, es ————, ty my i Small Far- Gent Court Pet July 7 ¥ in , Essex Regiment Aug 26 at 11 33, Carey 

mer Warwii e 


ug 6 Potuarp, James, Burnley, 
Asuton, Tuomas, Hulme, chester, Pawnbroker Man- Pet Jul 
chester Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 


‘Jon 25 Ord Aug 10 
iow, OHN ee Pe Cheltenham, Brewer Chelten- 


m Man facta Burnlk ’s inn 
- sre ™ oan ryt Cuar.otrre, formerly of Bexhill, Widow 
Aug 27 Portugal 


at 11 Bankruptey bldgs, st, Lincoln’s 


Boosey, ey! Samvuet, Edgware rd, Auctioneer H Aug 12 inn 

Court Pet July 15 Ord Aug 10 igh ae... ‘Tuomas Heverth: Corks, late Seiietenbes, now | Greex, Wittiam Lawrence, Sunderland, Grocer Aug 21 
Brooxetr, Mary Saran, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer out of business Y. Pet Aug il Ord Ai at 12.30 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Northampton Pet July 13 Ord Aug 11 Rogers, Tuomas Henry, King’s rd, Chelsea, , ae Hatt, Tuomas Georar, Lower Walmer, Kent, Coal Mer- 
oe Witiam, Halifax, Hairdresser Halifax Pet Aug High Court Pet Aug 10 rd Aug _ t Aug 28 at 10 Off Ree, 5, Castle st, Canter- 

ll on one Suerrarp, Henry, Carey lane, Manufacturer’s Agent bury 
Burr, Arrnur, Walbrook, Financial Agent High Court High Court Pet July 16 on A Hoeeartu, Epuunp, and Joun Hoacartn, both of Ki 

Pet July 25 Ord Aug 10 Smita, Mary, a. & ty Birkenhead Westmorland, Cattle Salesmen Aug 22 at 11 Off Rec, 
CavELL, ——, my 8 ae ae, Temple a Pet Aug 10 Det Ang ® m : 120, Highgate, —— u, Crondall, Southampton; 

yop citor uw et June 18 Ord PILLETT, a ‘'aversham, Kent, Grocer Cante ACKSON, BENJAMIN ILLIA 

Aug 11 ° ™ % ies Publican 21 at 11.30 24, Railway —— 


CuamBers, Gzorce Txomas, Garlick Hill, Wholesale Tea 
Dealer High Court Pet July 2% Ord A 
Comer, iow Ord’ Augi2 Bristol, Grocer “Bristol Pet 


Aug 12 
Crompton, ALFRED, m1 Ord Aug it Merchant 


upon 
upon Hull Pet A 
Davee fant Nantwi , Publican Nantwich 
Augi2 Ord Aug 12 8 
eae Ernest Hepiey, Grove lane, Camberwell, Sur- 
veyor’s Clerk High Court Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 Pet Aug 7 
Expuer, Frank, Greenwich, Greengrocer Greenwich Pet | Youna, Hasny, Emb!l 
Augil_ Ord Aug 11 and W 


ton 


Pet A Aug ii Ord Aug 11 Aug 21 
Srovasne, 0 ek et Lines, Wheelwright Bos- London Bridge 


Aug 1 12 
une8 Ord Aug 
beter ty 5 J yf Torquay, P nantn hy heen Pet Aug 


es Huser, %, Devizes Wi 
12 


eax phn y STEPHEN, 
N Pet J 


Aug 8 
Wages, oe Porthcawl, Glam, Carpenter Cardiff epg A 
7 


eton, Cumbld, Farmer 
orkington PetAugi10 Ord Aug 10 


Jackson, BM, Cornhill Aug 28 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
somes OHN heme asa Bolton, Joiner Aug22at11 Of 


Keone, Ha 5 aes me ey, ay ome BS Factor Aug 


Le fo Golcar, id, Wi Woollen Cloth 
na cao eats Haigh & Sons, S.licitors, 


its, Commercial Traveller 
Lace Dresser 


New st, 
Lewis, GERARD, ge 
ug 2 


Northamptonshire, Wine Mer- 
- epee Py gaye 


Foreman, Ernest, am, Accountant High Court ampton 
Pet J The follo amended notice is ne for that Licey, Henry, Batley, Yorks, Tailor Aug 21 at 3 Off 
GazExwooo, Bauvar, Bs Barrow in Furnes, Groce are Asciat- publish in the te, Gazette of Aug. 11. ' Rees eg hens To Pictare sco 
an row in ess Pet Aug 10 ug 10 REYNOLDS, Jaxee 5 Aza Birmingham, Manufacturer of | *‘YONS; BENJAMIN, —_ 
Hixton, Jonny, Sto’ rt, Weim, Chemist Kidderminster 4 Maker Aug 28ati12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Senet Aug 6 Ord Aug's ™ ara ner Birmingham ‘Pet July 28 Ord MacCarix, Jonx, Cardiff, Grocer Aug 21 at 11 Olt Reo, 
ENKINS, JOHN, Swansea, Innkeeper ea! et Aug 11 
. Ord Aug 11 South 1 il eanen ae FIRST MEETINGS. Mautix, Noan cas, His, Hardwareman Aug 27 at 
oHNsON, Epwarp, Sou ynn, jain’ Apvams, Ropert, Weedon, Northa nshire, Gi High 
Corn Porter sLynn Pet Aug 12 One “92 at 12.30 ’Count y Court bl —¢~ ~-oqgliliaed Newman, Frank Grocer Aug 26 at 3 Off Rec, 
Jounson, Joun Bowane, Bolton, Joiner Bolton Pet Aug | Auursoxe, Tuomas, Claverdon, Warwickshire, Small Far- Cambridge Jw High st, Portsmouth 
ui Ee Ord A mgis aclidcse coattails eae | i mer ine 21 of 18 Off Ree, U1, Hortterd st, Coventry Promnas, Ausaaay a Aug 22 at 2 
AWRENCE wa’ ree London Bri NDREW: A wnsell Wanstead Sli ‘ember of 
Leather Merchants High Pet July 23 Ord ‘Wanstead School ug 27 at 11 Rs, Carey st, Sesanen hanes Licensed Victualler 
Lincoln’s ian 


La, Hove ano, Golear, near Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth 
ufacturer Huddersfield Pet Aug 12 hanes . 2.30 Off Rec, 29, 
Levi ay ree anne Say ee peer Donte 
Garmarth Aug 8 aon 
Lewis, Davip Luioyp, inter Carmarthen 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 10 
Lewis, Louis Gaszan, a omy A lane, Auctioneer High 
Court Pet July1 Ord Aug 
Lyons, Bensamin, High st, Cabin Town, Picture F. 
Maker High Court Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 
Martin, Noan, Dartford, — ardwareman 
Pet July 27 Ord Aug 10 


Brook ILLIAM, 
Off Halift 





Carrer, Grorcr, Mitton- 
26at1 County 


_f 


Beororp, Grorer, Cardiff, : Comanteaton Agent Aug 21 at 
Bentzen, ALrrep, and Ynavar oSprume, 
Aug 21 at11 Off Rec, 22, Park a 
Brivers, Harman, Dover, Saddler Aug 28 at 10.30 Off 
Ree, 5, Castle st, Canterbury 
Hairdresser Aug 22 at 10.30 


fax 
Carrinaton, Epwarp, Walsall, Shopkee: Aug 31 at 
10.50 Of Bes, Wale’ oPKeeper Aug 


2lat12 Off Ree, 29, 
fa Heworth, 


———— 

21 at won Rec, York 
Suneuenn, Wi TLLIAM Henry, Remon, 
22 at 11 


Sauirn, J Tose, Tick, York 


Yorks, Inte Milk Dealer Aug 
Aug 


row, 


Yorks, Farmer A 
burn oes 
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Warson, Exizanetn, Sheffield Goweel Dealer Aug 25 at 
2 Off Ree, Figtree lane, Sheffi 
WELLs, Georce Dieemieame Some , Stockbroker Aug 
¥ Carey st, Lincoln’s inn a : 
EsTACOTT, James, Torquay, Saas 22 at 12 
Ww Off Ree, Bedford ‘ord circus, a Re nae ‘ 
OFFENDALE, Joun, Liversedge, Yor er 21 ai 
4.30 Off Ree, Bank on Batley = 


Woopvrme, Tuomas, Globe rd > Green st, Bethnal Green, 
Butcher Aug 31 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


The ok netins 3 is a for that pub- 
24. 
Branson, Jon, Wick, Gon Pu Farmer ‘Aug 6 at i Off Rec, 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London J 

Mitiarp, Feepericx James, Bristol, Wiokerae Clothier 
Aug7at2 Off Rec, 33, Carey st, * Lincoln 


Notz.—The notice of First Meeting and Public Examina- 
pase eveyone Ay bn Rg le Ban 
gazetted on ugust sh have appeai as an 
amended notice in substitution for that published in 
the London Gazette of July 17 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Au.ipone, Tuomas, Claverdon, Warwickshire, Small Far- 
Warwick Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 7 
Halifax Pet 


Brooke, WiL.1aM, — Hai r 
Aug 11 Ord Aug 

CARRINGTON, oie, ‘Walsall, Shopkeeper Walsall Pet 
Aug7 Ord Aug 8 


Crompron, Atrrep, Kingston on Hull, Wine Merchant 
on Hull Pet Aug 11 Ord "Aug 11 
a nigh Onct’ Grove lane, Camberwell, Surveyor’s 


Pet Augli Ord Aug 12 
—_ see Ruste Ge Greenwish, Greengrocer Greenwich Pet 


Geatenes. Saxune, _ in Furness, Grocer’s Assist- 
Barrow in Furness Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 
Hopkins, Ropert Pike, Wimborne Minster, ao retired 
Poole Pet July 18 Ord Aug 12 
_— Mantle Dealer 


Hortcumsoy, Jonny Wiiiam, 


—- Seca Swansea, iikeue Neath Pet Aug 11 
a: 5 an egg South Lynn, All Saints, 


's : 
King’s Lynn Pet Aug 7 ‘Ont Ret ; 
Soussor, Jos Bo — Bolton, Joiner Bolton Pet = 


Levi, Jacos. AB any, rg ey Furniture Dealer 
Carmarthen ‘Aug 7 Ord Au 

Lewis, Davip Lioyp, en, sin’ er Carmarthen 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 10 

Lyte, Jamus, Bradford, Provision Commission Agent Brad- 
ford Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 

Lyons, BenJamin, dtigh st, simon? feet Picture Frame 
Maker Pet A Ord Aug 12 

ome ee | Derttond, Kent, wareman Rochester 

17 Ord Aug 12 


uae a Eaton, Portugal st, Solicitor High 
Court Pet July 16 Ord Aug il 

Newmay, Sg . Grocer Portsmouth Pet Aug 
10 Ord Aug 10 

iene, Bensamin, Newcastle on nor Builder Newcastle 


Pet Aug12 Ord A 
it High Court Pet June 


Punitzes, Woot, 
Aug 11 
Poxiok, Firzwiit1aM Tuomas, late ‘ed Farnham, yon a 
Co ‘et July 9 Ord A 
Pee Josrern, Birmingham, Butcher  Birming! A 
tons One ee eth 10 
Ronson, Heworth, oan. late Milk Dealer 
3 mary Ord A 
Roan, ees i Chelsea, Bootmaker 
Pet Aug 10 i Aug 11 
dase tie Hewry, Carey lane, - 9 ~ gamete Agent 
High Court Pet July 16 Ord A 
Swuitn, Mary, Birkenhead, Clothes ae Birkenhead 
Pet 10 Ord Aug 12 
aaa, pane I — Kent, Grocer Canterbury 
SrorHarp, - B- illi hay, Lines, Wheelwright 
11 ora He 12 


Aug 11 
nr Redditch, Insurance 
Pet June 18 Ord June 18 
Henry, 2 Commercial Traveller 
Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 
er or Torquay, Carpenter Exeter Pet Aug 
Rg La Porthcawl, Glam, Carpenter“ Cardiff 
Pet Aug 7 sort Ang? 
Wor jae i “ond Ao or aaa Yorks, Dyer Dewsbury 


“el Gazette.—Turspay, Aug 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


eet” Ord Aug Glam, Collier Cardiff Pet Aug 
Daviss, Jony. ledrod, Cardiganshire, Farmer 

erystwi Pet Ang 12 Ord Aug 15 
Saddler Carmarthen Pet Aug 


Deve oszrn, Cardigan, 


Ord Aug 13 
Davigs, Me.cuiserecx, Stockton on fom, Tailor Stock- 
ton ‘on Tees Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 1: 
Desuounomnes. ¥. & Co, Bedford square, Commercial rd, 
ane Dae High Court Pet July 28 Ord 


Bun San formerly Rowia der, Blae 
tio, Merion y: Grocer fileene Festining i "Pet 
Eunton, Epw. yt Salisbury, Boot Maker Salis- 
bury Pet Aug 14 0 mo, Sai ria 
Exsxixz, Pays Gok 


‘Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 15 a Pe 


Grave, Lewis, John st West, Blackfriars rd, ae Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Aug14 Ord A) 
Hansorrie, Rosert, Gosforth, Northumbrid, Mer- 
chant Neweastle on Tyne Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 
Hitt, Wittiam Freperick, Brighton, or Brighton 
Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 
Groombridge, 


Kineoyortu, ALBERT WARD, Sussex. 
Ont Ane i + aaa Tunbridge Weels Pet July 28 


Lysey, Wincre BM, Seeiign Wells Tunbridge Wells 
Pet. July2 Ord Aug 1 
MarsHary, AMBLER Silveeter, foxte, Parcel Delivery Agent 
Leeds Pet.Aug 14 Ord’ Aug 14 
May, Jouy, South y 4g ent, Grocer Canterbury 
N pteag | * Wane Claphi iS 
ORFOLK, neaee ALTER ghem, am, Surrey, 
London an Provincial Li Victuallers’ “Dete Defence 
Wandsworth per Ste a Ord A: 
, Sosten, West hee radford, Farmer Black ind Pet 
4 
Poakats Mary Ciateses, Bradford, Ice Cream Maker 
Bradford Pet Augi3_ Ord Aug 13 
Rasutey, Ricwarp, Chickerell, saat, Publican Dor- 
chester Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 
Scuerer, Seriva Saran, Walterton rd, St Peter’s Ratt, 
Widow High Court Pet July 27 Ord August 13 
Scort, Cuaries, Romford rd, pest, ine Dealer 
High Court Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 
Sith, “JOSEPH, Bradford, Land yim Bradford Pet Aug 
15 Ord Aug 15 
Unperwoop, Henry Caarzes, Nottingham, Coal Merchant 
Nottingham Pet July 31_ Ord Aug 13 
Yarwoon, Jonn Wii1iam, No General Dealer 
Nottingham Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 15 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arsut, ALrreD Herpert, Birmingham, Provision Dealer 
Aug 27 at 11 25, Sw row, Bi 

Comer, Epwarp, Red , Bristol, Grocer Sept 2 at 12 
Off Rec, i: Goen Corn st, Bristol 

Fev., Freperick hn Ainsdale, nr Southport, Mechani- 
cal Engineer Aug 28at3 Off Rec, 16, ‘Cornwallis st, 

w in Furness 

Freeman, Tuomas Wiii1am, Thomas st, Limehouse, Coo: 
Aug 28 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln's 
inn 

Gixcotp, Victor, Randolph crescent, Maida bay Journal- 
ist Aug 28at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 

Grerenwoop, Samvet, Barrow in Feng eens’ Assist- 
ant Aug26at1l Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow 
in Furness 

Heat, Moses, Pontygof, Ebbw Vale, Mon. san Aug 26 
ati2 O 65, High | st, Merthyr 

Hirca, Topene a urch st, Merchant Sept 2 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portug 1 st, Lincoln’s inn 

JENKINS, JOHN, J gy sag Innkeeper Aug 27 at 12 Off Rec, 


97, Oxfo 
Leet, ane, Lene geen Furniture Dealer 
Ree, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 


Aug 25 at1l 0; 
aay Davin Lioyp, Carmarthen, Painter Aug 25 at 3 
Sept 2 


Ree, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 
rag: st, Lincoln’s inn 


— 


Lewis, Louris Granam, Chan 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
fields 

MARYENSTRAUSS, 
pest at 12 Pn tds Stade st, Lincoln’s 
inn fie! 

Masxext, Stuart Eaton, late Portugal st, Solicitor Sept 

2at1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

we. Henry Ripury, 7 Suffolk, Chemist Aug 
26 at 12 Townhall, Colcheste: 

Morre, Cuar_es FreDerick, Riverside, Twickenham Aug 
25at3 Off Rec, 95, gm 5 chnibrs, Temple avenue 
PEARCE, Warren Hit, ae — bridge Aug 25 at 

2.30 24, way ap nm 

Peper, Ricnarp, , Somerset, Yi Yeoman Aug 26 
at1l Off Ree, 5z, Hammett st, Taunton 

PockLixeTon, CHARLES, The Mall, p ney, Siattaner Aug 
26 at3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Po.uaRD, GrorGE, Bristol, —~ “hat 2at12.20 Off 
Ree, Bank chbrs, Corn st, 

Porrevui, Mary en * Srattterd, Ice Cream Maker 

, 81, Manor row, Bradford 





Aug 27 at 11 Off Ree, 
ReyNowps, JAMES Atrrep, i ,» Manufacturer of 
wing Materials Sept lat 25, Colmore row, 


Birm‘ng 

Rivtey, Cuartes Ausert, and Joun Cooper, Oxted, 
Surrey, Grocers Aug 25 at 10.30 24, Railway approach, 
London Bridge 

Sraman, Epwarp, Lincoln, ae a aaa Aug 27 at 12.30 
Off Ree, 81, Silver st, 

SHEPPARD, Henry, Carey lane, =, Mamafacturer's Agent Aug 


Slat1 383, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
, Suffolk, Harness Maker 


Suita, Witt1amM Henry, Sudb 

Aug 25 at 12 36, Princes st Ipswich 

Srittett, CHARLES, Faversham, ent, Grocer Aug 28 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 5, Castle st, ‘Canterbury 

Sruart, ALEXANDER, Ri Merchant 
Aug 27 at 11.30 24, Railwa’ y approach, Lon mdon Bridge 

Trent, G. E. P., Jermyn st, St James" s,Colonel Aug 31 at 
12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Trumprer, Henry, St James’, Devizes, Wilts, Commercial 
zreeeier Sept Qat1 O# Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, 

ris 

Warp.z, Groree, jun, Haslem Brides Aug 27 
at 12.30 24, Railway approach, eck, Landon B 

WaAkREN, Witt Epwakrp, ~~ a —-s Manu- 
facturer Aug 26 at 2.30 Ree, a, Railway ap- 

w genamh, Lenin: Bridge > > 

ATSON, Henry Epwarp, poe eed ‘ancy Draper 

Aug 27 at 3. 25, Colmore row, 

Wuirttr, ABE. Witt, p Hee be st, —_ Cross, Brewer 
Aug 28 at1l 33, st, Lincoln’s 


Witirams, Davin Ne eachorten, Boot Dealer 
Aug 28 at3 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Man- 


chester 

Wisox, Jouy Epwarp, Elgin cres, Hill, Chemist 
Sept 2at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s ed 

Youne, Heyry, Embleton, bid, Sremnee Aug 28 at 
11.15 Court house, 














ADJUDICATIONS. 
ALLAN, Rosert James, New Wandsworth, 5 ay ng 
Ship Broker Wandsworth Pet June 22 Ord & 
Bixzs, _ maod ‘Tuomas, Stetchford, Yardley, 
=a Builder Birmingham 


td 
Pet Aug 4 Ord 
tome eins SamvugE. ere, Auctioneer High 
Court Pet July15 Ord Aug 
Cuampers, George Tuomas, Geslick Hill, PPelenle Tea 
Dealer High Court Pet July 24 Ord Aug 
ComER, le Redcliffe, Bristol, Grocer a ietol Pet 
Augi2 Ord Aug 13 








Croox, Joux, Bellevue House, Upper Clapton, Draper 
High Court Pet Dec 6 a 
Davies, Dayiet, Maesteg, Glam, ier, Cardiff Pet Aug 
Ord Aug 11 


u 
uve 3 James, Nantwich, Cheshire, Publican Nantwich 


ug 12 Orieions Lledroa, 
ae JouN, a Liedrod, Cardiganshire, Farmer 
me Ane 14 14 Ord Aug 15 
Div IES, “_—J Saddler Carmarthen Pet 
Augi3 Ord me 13 
Davies, Me.cuisepeck, Stockton on as Tailor Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 
Eminton, Epwarp GrorGe, aoa Bootmaker Salis- 
ury Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 
Erskine, Anprew, Newcastle on Tyne, Shaping Clerk 
ewcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Garrett, oy Gt 8t —- Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet April 29 Ord Aug 138 
GinGorp, Woon Randolph cres eae vale, Journalist 
High Court Pet June 2. Ord Ai 
one ARD ALFRED, Walton on , Dealer in 


GoppkEx, "Thames 
Bet July 17 Ord Aug 14 


tiques 
Grave, Lewis, J st West, Blackfriars rd, Paint Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
ton, Tailer Brighton 


Hint, Wii1iam ope Bri: 
Pet Aug15 Ord ang 16 
Horsratt, Joux, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, Wholesale 
Clothier Burnley Pet July 24 Ord Aug 14 
. uthampton, 


Jackson, Bensamin WILLIAM 
Ged Ane i Guildford and Pet July 21 


ee R M, Cornhill High Court Pet July 6 Ord 


Lewis, ae GRAHAM, Nn gaan * rai Auctioneer High 
Court Pet July1 Ord Aug 15 
MarsHart, AMBLER oo Leeds, Parcel Delivery 
Agent Leeds Pet Ang 4 grat on 
Maryvenstrauss, Dora, 
Court Pet July 21 Ord Aug 14 





May, Jouy, South _— Kent, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
Augl15 Ord Aug 15 

Oppiz, JosgpH, West Bradford, Farmer Blackkurn Pet 
Augi4 Ord Aug 14 


Porretii, Mary Caroxine, Bradford, Ice Cream Maker 
Bradford Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 13 

Scorr, Cuarizs, Romford rd, Stratford, Furniture Dealer 
High Court Pet June15 Ord A 


Tay or, Joun, Weaste, Salford, Rotate Agent Salford Pet 


0 Ord Aug 15 
Tuompson, Toomas Lamont, h rd, West Kensing- 
ton, Gent Court Pet A 8 Ord Aug 13 


Ty ees EJD, gee Widow High Court Pet April 


vous, Hankey Erableton, Cumbrid, Farmer Cockermouth 
and Workington Pet "Aug 10 Ord Ang! 15 





Where difficulty is experienced in pe the 
Journal with regularity in the Country, tt 
is requested that application be made direct 
to the Publisher. 

The Subscription to the Soutorrors’ JOURNAL is 
—Town, 26s.; Country, 28s.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advance 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 
seribers can have their Volumes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 

All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE 4s MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
esty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
of Loni 


‘udicial Bench, Corporation , &e. 
ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


and Gowns for Registrars, 
erks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








To Her Majesty. 


Law W: Town 








